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isrrf^n^ TT^ 

( eofljl'^ fol'MlM ) 


lilT^ ^ aifij^JSRT 

^ , 27 2002 

'^nmTJq riaiT Tnf^ ^ i<^4i arFryiHfijiK #=ff % ^ #iif4RT 

Trre?rfr«ft^^^3TT?n 

it. 14/16/2002- ^^U.il. — er^ 

gjT 4 ^ch^H iffcfr^n^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1995 

Tmr ^TTjfrf^ 1975 ^su {tufer 'Oii 

3Tfl^ffFT, "OT ^ iTRFT?tEft ^ 3Hlcnc1^ ^ cRJcff cT®4T Pii|Hi<4eft, 1995 

Pff^ (f^ ^ %) ^ 

tttjrivkt cTen (f^ ^ ^ ^ ^ w t) ^ tcTif^ siftrsTMl^ 

cf^ i7T^ cFT OTftiT cH^n^ ^ iJiRicbl ^ % ^2JT ^ ft Micnftftt 3311^ vT^TT HlC'iftftt 
RTjrft ZfiT 3T^ft«T ft I ■’Hlfftcf)! ^ icTli^cfj oftWeftft^ ‘T’'! 

^FT^ftr 5rRT ft iftn^ 3T^ ft. fttcftftftR feftftfts, ft^TTSTR', ft. 3TftT6TTcftft7i3 
eift^ ^.^fn.i^., cbH^ech ^stt ft, kHirfecb m. f^., 

ft I 

1. ynfft^ Tirtor ft ^nfftcr ft^rW ^ ^ ^ ‘ft 

P^lPd t ^ l f^ch 3fFWHpch (Prft ?TTft sfT^ ^ ^ ^ ft) ft :fft 
3TfftPm (#ttt 9001.50) ^ oTtznrr 90 ct?^ fft^n ^rai 

ft I kH l f^c F aftq aj l dfft ^ ^ JRiftT ^ ^ ^ ftftp ^Rfft ^ feR ft fft^r 

TJTRT ft I ft ^ cpft Wft ^ ^ ft ^ERT ft ^ ft ftw ^ ft I ft ftTT f'^T 

Ijei l ^d ^- cb l ft t ft ? ^TRIW: ftt 3TR-39 Pi'iicbl 3l4cidnqi 1 4^8 ^an Vft ft 50 
ftfcTT ft, ^ ^ ft ^JTRT 33TnTT ft, ft wft fttft ft I 
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cf)T f^., 4. sfpTSTTcTf^Tcf) 

£lry^i.pcrqR<i ^.5fT.f^., ?T?n mcpM M?iirtccn (*isiKi) jrr.1^. gRI 

w?rT t I 

cR^T^TT ^ ^ JTcPR ^ kHlR^cb stmSTTcrf^fcP 3n% t I Wf^T, 

'Cli«pfcl^ % f^Rft WcpK % 'Jii'ci C^ <^)1[4 ^ ■f I 

2 . ^ iJiRichl 4 f^., % gRR f | 4 

?f%2rT RHir?cicf5 3jh«ITclf^ (^^tcTl) chHlech gRf t 

4 ^ft^eT^sr f^., tgwg 4 ^f^in sft^cfTRte 44^ 4^T^cFEri4T 
gt.JTT.f^., ?TeTT 4 JRfJRr kHlRxich' (^TgRf) 5IT.f^., 4^ f I ^iRfcblcbd^ 

5(3)(^) cRJT (13) i> ^chl gRR cFR^ g>t 4 t 3lk f4zRT 2(^) i> 

ST^^TR vdtiVi ^ yfclPiltlc^l gRcTT 4 I 

3. ?nfi»cT 47T: g ^HRT ^ 4 ?TTf4R 4?! ^ J|URM ?TSTT #4 cfT^ (f^ ^ 

5^1 cf) ?Tg '(i«l<g 4?T cp^ ^iRH 4) 4 I 

4. gR^ 'Mifycpicpd^ 4 gRTT Ichyi 4 f4> 'd'icp SKI viotml^d 4«icS g?4 4 
\dcMli4d g?T ^ ^ ^ 3T8RrT 4 Plillf^d cR^ 34 ^ TRTPT 4 cKilfch 4 gT^sft ^ T«IRT 

5rfcR®Trf4^ 4t TRPcft 4 ^*TT f^RRPT ^ WR ^ 5RfRT f^RTT ^ ^ 4 I dS^'JiK, 

yiRlcpicndl gRT ^idHl(4d g^34 g4 Ri)d 2(1?) ^ STRRT 4 'i-i^g 44t 4 3TRnf4cT ?^34 ^ 
TRTPT wrarr ^ 4 i 

5. ^\^\-^^ i||(x[cb|chd)34 4 Ift 3TR CTSTT #4 ^ fcR? ^ 4 

^RTRftfyRT <i^<s 4^34 4> xJ^TTg?^ dlTd ^ 3TT?^ ^ 3TRIR 31T£llRd W^TRT g?” SNI 

fchyi 4 t^RT T? Mllycpl^l gRT JfSRT TTT5? ^ WT 4 ITSTT 4^fff4cT MlCd4t4 f4?4t ^ 
Q3^m vjHcii41 j|urm cRtt 4^ cTt 444 4 4?^ ^34 c4 ttrtri -f^ c4 I^ttr 
f^RH 4 I 

6. f4yl« t}>)Hd: yilx|cpl4>di 4 dlRlf^ct? 3TRJgRF 1?4 *l6iPl^?iie)y 

(i4t4h43TT4ifS1RT) gRf JR^lRld TTT%Icf4 ^SJT 4tcT 5RTRRT 4tHT ^ ^4 

3TTyR W 1999-2000,2000-2001 ?[«? 1,4.2001 4 31.12.2002 ^ ?4 <Tcff4 ^4 1cRf 

vjHcii<J1 trrrht ?TcrT 4t4t cTt 444 4 4t 3n4 ^ 5R^ 4 I ;fTto[4 4 

■^rtergRtf gRT HHiRid f4qk ^44 rt c 4 arreiR m cPK^ym gR gta ^ f4e4RT f^RR 4 #7 
chRTdI-TT gR f4l!4cT cR 14#RT cR^ c4 IcT^? TT^ 44n, 3Td^i4i| ^n4 cTCR 

RtR 734t ^ feR? TRTRlRFjt c4 7TT«T ^jRfcT cT4c4 4 7Fll4i4ld f^ 4 I 
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7. tn^ *^ I ^? I H ; illRlcblcbdl ^ ^ t ^ ^ Sfsm ^^3TT 

t ^ ^ i-\\H\^ ^ ^ t 3Tte t ^ iTNrT ^ f^=r W 

t, I^TfT^ ;rsT^ t f^ ^ ^ 5r?T m qrcrd 

w ^ t l 

8. rfgn ^^)KU||^H<b ?Tterjt ^ ^ cpf^ STFlTcfl ^ 

3T?inte ^ ?TeTT 3Ff^ ^ ^ f^d^frld ^ gNT cf^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ;[nf^cF,-T^ 

^ smr ^ ^ 7T^ f^JRT^ 3?«m ^ «n?T cf3T TT^ t ^ 

^ cIlwRch'^ t I 

9. mdH><)^ ^ d^'^cfqid ^ GTN A ^ 

^ c^ cf5t ^ cf^ ^ Micid cR^ ^ cFTfiTcT ^ ^3Tr^ ^r ^afT 

^Tirra ^ 4lC'l'<l?Jt 'jTM 3TrW cf37^ ^ I 

10. mixT Il)t amf^: clt^HH ^ ^ ^ fc13? wra cf^t 3T^ 1 3Ti^, 2001 ^ 31 

2002 cRF t I 

11. ^PRT ^! ^ v3Tm ^ ^ ^ Plil^dcbl 3ft7 

3TRn^ ^ 3Tc^^ 3TcFT f^ 33rT ^ ^ Pinf^Hf^d PrEjtf^d 

^ Fran ^ ^fRicT '?3xr?TT Fran m^ ftr^ ^ ^f^- 

f^R«d MiRm>i^ 
gTf&F3?I tyg \3?fRT #5ncra 
mRiug fNm 

meH<<)tSt w ?jcsij w^r^TiTcTO 
33?fRT HcR, ^ f^eF^^-110011 

3T^ ^ ^ ^ ->11 'FR^TTcff^ ^ ite f^£rf% sm ^ 3lk OT 7t 

^ 3T^£I Cp7 Wen t I 

12. WI ?^HTn ^ ^ 7it%T ^ ift 3!JW fcHRsId ^ ^ ^ W?t^ ‘H! 

RRtd nrter^ c^ nm ^ arf^RjxRT c^ ychif^id ^ ^ errata ^ 40 Tf^r 

«Tpft xnfl^ I cTanf^r, sTKT f^rerfera^ 3fR ajl4ldcHl‘ ent STcFT t fcRJT ^ "FfT t, ^ 3rePI 
^ inj efit enit^ ^ 40 ^ '»f!eR 'FJW ^ ^ I 

13. 3l<fm4i^ wm: ftcT^ nWT^ ^ f^ WT M 7(2) ^ 3F5W TTnr'fr''T 

SmiR n? 3R^ fcTRft ^^JEHTT ^ ^PflM^lif WT?! JR^ cf^T^T 3?^^ t I ^ 7(l) 

cTarr 7(2) ^ 3T^W ^ 3fHI^ ^ I 
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14. ^ ^rftWPT: 1^RPT 6(7) ^ 3^5^ cpt^ ’ff ^ 

'Hl^vjjpjcp V>l5c1 ^ R'<|5TW cJt^ ii;icf7dl ^ 3P^ r^in«l«g ■'TfiTcPT^ QKI Ichs' ^ ^TTWt 

^ f I 

15. r^dsit^ ^5IW? 3TTcr?^Icf> '(^xi'ii ^dl ^ 'ZH vjR(d ^ STRAIT 

vjqdA T ^ cf?^ # R ^ ^EIT ^Temr t ^ 3rq^ W rT«tf ^ 

GTierR w 3M ^ ^ rpr t ^reir ^fRcpR cf^r ^ wr % i 


■q;^. '^. "wssf^, 3nfwTt 
MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

INllTATION NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 27th August, 2002 

Subject ; Initiation of anti-dumping investigation concerning import of Plastic Opthalmic Lenses 
from People's Republic of China and Chinese Taipei. 

No. 14/16/2002-DGAD.—M/s Techtran Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad, a member of Indian 
Plastic Opthalmic Lenses Association (IPOLA), Karnataka has filed a petition on behalf of 
the Domestic Industry in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 
and Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on 
Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, ‘1995 before the Designated 
Authority (herein after referred to as the Authority) alleging dumping of Plastic Opthalmic 
Lenses from People’s Republic of China and Chinese Taipei (herein after referred to as 
subject countries) and requested for anti dumping investigations and levy of anti dumping 
duties The petition is supported by Indian Plastic Opthalmic Lenses Association, whose 
other members are M/s Techtran Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad, M/s Indian Opthalmic 
Lenses Manufacturing Co Pvt Ltd, Karnataka and M/s Prakash Plastic Industries (Madras) 
Pvt Ltd., Chennai 

1 ^odiict involved: The product involved in the present petition is Plastic 

Opthalmic Lenses (also referred as subject goods hereinafter) originating in or 
exported from the subject countries and classified under Chapter 90 of the Custom Tariff Act 
(Custom Head 9001 50) Plastic Opthalmic Lenses are used in spectacles to correct eye vision 
of human beings These lenses are in finished, uncut form, ready to mount in spectacle 
frames. The lenses are made out of Bis Allyl Di-carbonate, generically known as CR-39 with 
Refractive Index of 1 498 and Abbe number of 50 plus. 

The product is manufactured by M/s Techtran Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad, M/s 
Indian Opthalmic Lenses Manufacturing Co. Pvt Ltd, Karnataka and M/s Prakash Plastic 
Industries (Madras) Pvt, Ltd , Chennai. 

The present investigation covers all types of Plastic Opthalmic Lenses. The 
classification, is, however, indicative only and is in no way binding on the scope of the 
present investigation 

2 Domestic Industry Standing The petition has been filed by M/s Techtran 

Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad. M/s Indian Plastic Opthalmic Lenses Association (IPOLA), 
Karnataka comprising of M/s Techtran Polylenses Limited, Hyderabad, M/s Indian Opthalmic 
Lenses Manufacturing Co. Pvt. Ltd, Karnataka and M/s Prakash Plastic Industries (Madras) 
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Pvt. Ltd,, Chennai have supported the petition. The petitioner, therefore, satisfies the standing 
to file petition on behalf of the Domestic Industry as per Rule 5 (3) (a) and (b) and also 
represents the domestic industry as per Rule 2(b) of Anti Dumping Rules. 

3. Countrylies) involved : The countries involved in present investigation is 

People’s Republic of China and Chinese Taipei (hereinafter referred to as subject countries) - 

4. Like Articles: The petitioner has claimed that goods produced by them are like 
articles to the goods produced, originating in or exported from the subject countries as they 
are substitutable with the domestic goods and are being used interchangeably. Accordingly, 
goods produced by the petitioner are being treated as like articles to the goods imported from 
the subject countries within the meaning of the Rules 2(d). 

5. Normal Value: The petitioners have claimed Normal Value for China PR and Chinese 
Taipei based on the basis of cost of production data of the subject goods appropriately 
adjusted which has been considered by the Authority as a prima facie evidence for 
Normal Value of subject goods in PR China and Chinese Taipei in accordance with the Anti- 
Dumping Rules as amended. 

6. Export Price: The petitioner has provided the CIF prices in China PR and Chinese 
Taipei for the period 1999-2000, 2000-2001 and 1,4,2001 to 31.12.2002 on the basis of 
statistics published by Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence & Statistics 
(DGCI&S) and secondary source evidencing Custom’s data. The Authority has determined 
the ex-factory price on the basis of the export price as evidenced by the petitioner and 
adjusted appropriately with adjustments on account of ocean freight, marine insurance, inland 
freight and port expenses to arrive at the ex-factory export price. 

7. Pumping Margin: The petitioner has submitted that there is sufficient prima-facie 
r^'idence that the normal value of the subject goods is higher than the price at which it has 
been exported to India indicating prima-facie that the subject goods are being dumped by the 
exporters from the subject countries. 

8. Injury and Causal Link; The Authority notes that the increase in alleged dumped 
imports in absolute terms from subject countries and price undercutting by the subject goods 
exported from the subject countries have prevented the petitioner to increase its market share, 
thereby prima-facie indicating that domestic industry has suffered material injury on account 
of alleged dumping. 

9. Initiation of Anti-Dumpine Investigation; The Designated Authority, in view of the 
foregoing paragraph, initiates anti-dumping investigations into the existence, degree and 
effect of alleged dumping of the subject goods originating in or exported from the subject 
country, 

10. Peripd of Investigation; The period of investigation for the purpose of present 

investigation is i** April, 2001 to 31“ March, 2002. 

11. Submission of Inforaurtion : The exporters in the subject countries/territory and the 
importers in India known to be concerned are being addressed separately to submit relevant 
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intbnnation in the form and manner prescribed and to make their views known to the 
Designated Authority at the following address:- 

Designated Authority 
Ministry of Commerce & Industry 
Department of Commerce 
Directorate General of Anti Dumping 
& Allied Duties 

Udyog Bhavan, New Delhi-110011. 

Any other interested party may also make its submissions relevant to the investigation in the 
prescribed form and manner within the time limit set out below, 

12. Time Limit; Any information relating to the present investigations should be sent in 
writing so as to reach the Authority at the address mentioned above not later than forty days 
from the date of publication of this notification. The known exporters and importers, who are 
being addressed separately, are, however, required to submit the information within forty days 
from the date of letter addressed to them separately. 

13. Non-confidential summary; All interested parties must provide a non-confidential 
summary of any information provided on a confidential basis in terms of Anti-Dumping Rule 
7(2). This information will be subject to acceptance in terms of Rules 7(1) and 7(2) 

14. I nspection of Public File: In terms of Rule 6(7), any interested party may inspect the 
public file containing non-confidential version of the evidence submitted by other interested 
parties. 

15. In case where an interested party refuses access to, or otherwise does not provide 
necessary information within a reasonable period, or significantly impedes the investigation, 
the Authority may record its findings on the basis of the facts available to it and make such 
recommendations to the Central Government as deemed fit. 


L V SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 


Pnmod bv the Manager, Govt of India Presa. Ring Road, Mayapuri, Now Delhi-110064 
and Publilhed by the Controller of Publicaliona, Delhi-110054. 






